Opening Speech for Defence.
Sir H. Curtis Bennett
case, that the man who is alleged to be administering the poison,
of which there is no evidence, on the 15th August Major Arm-
strong sends for Dr. Hincks to come to his wife, and says to Dr.
Hincks, " My wife is suffering, she cannot sleep, her mind is
getting confused, disturbed, she has curious ideas, give her a
sleeping draught," and from the 15th August he does. No evi-
dence, as Sir William Willcoz admitted to me on Saturday, no
evidence up to 22nd August of any vomiting, no evidence at all.
Then what does this alleged poisoner do? Having sent for "the
doctor, and put his wife into his hands, he then sends—an
amazing poisoner is this—for the best friend of the family, Mr.
Chevalier. He then sends on behalf of the person whom he is
alleged to be poisoning, for her sister, Miss Friend; and Mr.
Chevalier and Miss Friend arrive. This is the time, when I was
cross-examining, when my lord suggested that I was taking too
much time on the particular point; but this is the time when I
submit to you the whole of this case is based. There is no
question about it, it was opened in that way. The suggestion
is that poisoning was going on at that time. He sends for the
doctor, he sends for the best friend, he sends for the sister; and
they all see the unfortunate woman who is suffering at that time.
And (note this, because it will be important when you hear the
medical evidence I shall call before you) suffering at that time
not from general confusion of thoughtj not from madness of
different sorts, all sorts of different kinds of delusions, but from
the one perfectly clear-cut melancholia, acute melancholia. When
you come to consider what I have already put before you, in my
submission the case that Mrs. Armstrong took this arsenic herself,
knowing what she was taking, is much stronger than the case
against Major Armstrong. When Mr. Chevalier has come upon
the scene he then and there forms the opinion that she was not
sane, and he was a sensible man, you saw him in the witness-box;
you are the judges of the demeanour of witnesses, except when
application is made to cross-examine them, otherwise you are the
judges of the witnesses for the prosecution and their demeanour.
Was not Mr. Chevalier a level-headed, sensible man of the world,
the oldest friend of Major Armstrong, who had known him since
1891 ? That is the man whom the prosecution would have you
"believe the major sends for to see his wife whom he is poisoning;
this sensible gentleman coming there in August says this, " I formed
the opinion then in August, 1920, that she was not sane, that she
might commit suicide." Look at the position up to then, put
the two cases side by side. The prosecution eay, " Major Arm-
strong poisoning his wife." The defence say, and they have not
got to prove it, but they have to say, " Look at the facts, Mrs.
Armstrong probably committed suicide; look at the position in
August, 1920, on the one hand you have a man who up to that
date everybody agrees was a devoted husband." You have in
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